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STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-21 were originally presented in the application. In a first Office action dated 
August 28, 2003 (the "First Office Action"), all the claims were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 6,476,828 Bl ("Burkett") in view of U.S. Patent 6,415,193 
Bl ("Betawar"). 

In response to the First Office Action certain ones of the claims were amended in a reply 
of November 28, 2003, so that the claims more clearly point out patentable distinctions with 
regard to the art cited and to correct indefiniteness. Specifically, independent claims 1, 8 and 18 
were amended to more clearly point out how the invention provides for the ease of creation and 
modification of parameters in computing systems. Claims 7 and 12-17 were canceled. Claims 
22-27 were added in order to claim the invention in the form of a computer program product. 
Claim 28 was also added to claim a feature of the invention in the form of a computing system, 
as in claims 8-11. 

In an Office action of February 20, 2004 (the "Final Office Action"), all the remaining 
claims, i.e., claims 1-6, 8-1 1 and 18-28, were finally rejected, again under 35 USC 103(a) based 
on Burkett and Betawar. 

Appellant has appealed from the final rejection of the claims. 1 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No claims have been allowed. 

In reviewing the reply of November 28, 2003, for preparation of this Appeal Brief, 
Appellant has discovered that claim 27 was submitted with an incorrect reference to claim 1 . The 
incorrect reference to claim 1 in claim 27 was not pointed out in the Final Office Action. 
Amendment is herein submitted to claim 27 to correct its dependency, so that claim 27 depends 
on claim 22 instead of claim 1 . Also, Appellant has determined that claim 28 is somewhat 
duplicative with respect to claim 9. Consequently, claim 28 is herein canceled. Thus claims 1-6, 
8-1 1 and 18-27 remain pending in the case. 

The claims set out in Appendix "AA" herein below reflect the amendments as entered 
responsive to Appellant's reply of November 28, 2003, and the proposed changes submitted 
herein. 

1 Notice of Appeal, received by USPTO on May 24, 2004. 
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SUMMARY OF INVENTION 

The present invention is claimed in the form of a method, a client-server computing 
system, a computing device and a computer program product in independent claims 1 5 8 5 18 and 
22, respectively. Independent claims 1, 8, 18 and 22 have similar language, each according to the 
forms of the invention they claim. 

In all of its claimed forms, the present invention provides for the ease of creation and 
modification of parameters in computing systems. 2 According to the invention, a text file is 
created having information ("meta data") about parameters. 3 The information is presented in a 
graphical user interface ("GUI") having a navigator panel and an edit panel. 4 The navigator 
panel permits the user to view and select among the parameters graphically, and the edit panel 
displays attributes for a selected one of the parameters, so that the user can add to or edit the 
attributes. 5 

In other words, according to the present application information about parameters is 
structured in such a way, e.g., XML, that the parameters can be rendered as a GUI, and by the use 
of the GUI the information about the parameters may itself be changed. 6 Such a change is then 
stored in a data store by the use of a URI included in the parameter information file. 7 

According to one form of the invention, as particularly stated in claim 1 , a method of 
maintaining parameter data includes creating a text file of meta data for parameters. 8 Also, 
according to the express words of the claim, the text file is represented as a GUI having a 
navigator panel and an edit panel, wherein the navigator panel shows, for the text file, a structure 
for the parameters. 9 Responsive to a user selecting one of the parameters in the navigator panel 
the edit panel shows the one of the parameters in a parameter field, and one or more attribute 
sub-fields for the selected one of the parameters, each of the sub-fields being text editable. 10 
The method of claim 1 further includes the step of storing attribute text entered in any said 

2 Present application, page 2, lines 14 and 15. 

3 Present application, page 7, lines 29 and 30, and FIG's 2 and 3. 

4 Present application, page 7, line 21 through page 8, line 2; FIG's 2 and 3. 

5 Present application, page 7, line 29 through page 8, line 2. 

6 Present application, page 1 1, lines 11-21; FIG's 2 and 3. 

7 Present application, page 1 1, lines 15-17. 

8 Present application, page 7, lines 29 and 30, and FIG's 2 and 3. 

9 Present application, page 7, line 29 - page 8, line 2, and FIG's 2 and 3. 

10 Present application, page 7, line 29 - page 8, line 2, and page 10, lines 1 1-14. 
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sub-field to a data store. 11 

This claimed arrangement is advantageous for a number of reasons. It is advantageous 
that it eliminates the need to create or modify application code with the introduction or 
modification of parameter types. 12 Instead, an XML file can be edited and reloaded while the 
relevant system application is still running, and the maintenance GUI dynamically re-generated to 
accommodate modifications and allow new parameter values to be entered. 13 Dynamic calls are 
made by the maintenance application to create the required database tables or binary files, instead 
of requiring a skilled resource (e.g. computer programer or system operator) to do this 
manually."). 14 

According to claim 2, the creation of the text file is performed using the Extensible 
Markup Language (XML). 15 Claims 10, 20 and 23 have similar language. 

According to claim 3, the XML text file includes a URI that specifies a database protocol 
and location, and the URI is utilized in storing the attribute text that is entered in such a sub-field 
to a data store. 16 Claim 24 has similar language. 

According to claim 4, representing the text file as a GUI includes calling any existing 
attribute data from the data store for the sub-fields to be displayed by the GUI. 17 Claims 9, 19 and 
25 have similar language. 

According to claim 5, representing the text file as a GUI is performed by use of Java 
code. 18 Claims 11,21 and 26 have similar language. 

According to claims 6, after representing the text file as a GUI the GUI, calls a subset of 
the text file corresponding to a parameter to be displayed. 19 Claim 27 has similar language. 



11 Present application, page 11, lines 11-14. 

12 Present application, page 12, lines 1 through 13. 

13 Id. 

14 Id. 

15 Present application, FIG. 2 (XML file 160); page 7, lines 21-24; and page 8, line 19 - page 10, 
line 9 (example XML file). 

16 Present application, page 1 1, lines 11-17. 

17 Present application, page 10, line 28- page 1 1 , line 1 1 . 

18 Present application, page 7, line 21-27. 

19 Present application, FIG. 3 (file 160, parameter PI); page 7, line 29- page 8, line 14. 
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ISSUE 

Are claims 1-6, 8-1 1 and 18-27 unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) in view of the 
combination of Burkett and Betawar? 

GROUPING OF CLAIMS 
Solely for the purpose of this appeal, the claims stand or fall together according to the 
following groups: 

Group 1 : claims 1 , 8, 18 and 22 and 

Group 2: claims 2-6, 9-1 1 and 19-20 and 23-27. 

ARGUMENT 

Group 1. The Final Office Action rejects the claims on the basis that they are obvious in 
view of Burkett and Betawar. Appellant respectfully disagrees. To establish prima facie 
obviousness of a claimed invention, all the claim limitations must be taught or suggested by the 
prior art. 20 

The following remarks are best understood with reference to claim 1 in the present 
application, which is set out in Appendix "AA." The same discussion applies to independent 
claims 8, 18 and 22, which have similar language. 

Burkett concerns building a GUI that can be automatically updated without recompiling. 
21 Burkett teaches this is done by matching tags associated with data and tags associated with 
display layouts. 22 Regarding a claimed feature the present invention, i.e., representing as a GUI a 
certain text file of information about parameters, Appellant recognizes that the feature, when 
considered by itself, might seem analogous to dynamically building a GUI, wherein a file is 
dynamically rendered as a GUI. However, there are important differences that may be understood 
when the full context of the claimed feature is considered. 

In reply to the First Office Action, Appellant attempted to make a distinction regarding 
this issue, according to which Appellant pointed out how Burkett concerns building a GUI, 
whereas the present patent application concerns using a GUI. 23 Appellant regrets that in the reply 
to the First Office Action the distinction was perhaps not adequately explained, although it is 

20 MPEP 2143.03 (citing In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974); In re Wilson, 
424 F.2d 1382, 1385, 165 USPQ 494, 496 (CCPA 1970)). 

21 Burkett, column 1, lines 38-42. 

22 Burkett, column 1, lines 50-58. 

23 Reply of November 28, 2003, page 6, last paragraph. 
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taught in the present patent application. The point about using a GUI, instead of building one, is 
that according to the present invention information about parameters is structured such that the 
parameter information can be represented as a GUI, and then the GUI is used to change the 
parameter information itself. 24 As stated in claim 1, the method includes "... representing said 
text file as a Graphical User Interface (GUI) having a navigator panel and an edit panel, wherein 
the navigator panel shows, for the text file, a structure for the parameters . . . showing in the edit 
panel, responsive to a user selecting one of the parameters in the navigator panel: the one of the 
parameters in a parameter field, and one or more attribute sub-fields for the selected one of the 
parameters . . From the foregoing portion of the claim it is clear parameter information is 
represented and gives rise to a GUI that is used by a user to select ones of the parameters and to 
display attribute sub-fields thereof. The claim goes on to say, . . each of said sub-fields being 
text editable; and . . . storing attribute text entered in any said sub-field to a data store." This 
portion of the claim makes it clear that the displayed GUI is also used to change the very data 
that gives rise to the GUI, i.e., to enter attribute text in any of the displayed sub-fields. 

The Final Office Action contends that dynamically building a GUI by matching a layout 
to data, as taught by Burkett, is like "representing" the data as a GUI, as taught by the present 
patent application. 25 However, the claims of the present invention state that the GUI "represents'' 
data in order to stress the novel arrangement taught in the present patent application and 
reiterated herein above, i.e., that the GUI in the present case is used to change data that is itself 
represented by, and gives rise to, the GUI. 

Regardless of the meaning ascribed and weight given to the claim language about the 
GUI "representing" data in the present patent application, Burkett does not teach using a GUI to 
change data that was used to build the GUI in the first place, despite assertions to the contrary in 
the Final Office Action. The Final Office Action states Burkett teaches that "the data can be 
changed by the user, and cites Burkett column 1 and figures 6A-6F, 13A-13B and 15. 26 
Likewise, the Final Office Action states Burkett teaches "accommodating modifications to allow 
new parameters to be edited and modified." 27 However, both these contentions beg the question 

24 Present application, page 1 1, lines 11-21; FIG's 2 and 3. 

25 Final Office Action, Response to Arguments, pages 5-8. 

26 Final Office Action, Response to Arguments, page 7. 

27 Final Office Action, Response to Arguments, page 8. 
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of how the data is changed. The Final Office Action cites no teaching by Burkett or anyone else 
regarding using a GUI to change parameter information that is itself represented by, and gives 
rise to, the GUI, as claimed in the present case. 

In one of the cited passages from Burkett, i.e., column 1, which is rather long and mostly 
not on point, the only statement Appellant finds about changing data is, "If data within a 
displayed GUI changes, such as the number and/or format of displayed GUI controls, the GUI 
must typically be modified at the code level, recompiled and then re-rendered . . . Accordingly, 
there is a need for GUI's . . . that can be modified without requiring code changes and 
recompiling." 28 This passage does not state how the data is changed and serves to illustrate the 
that the focus of Burkett is on automatic updating of GUI's, not maintaining parameter 
information by representing the information as a GUI and using the GUI to modify the 
information. The relevant portion of the other passage cited merely states, "The contents of the 
screen 203 and , therefore, the appearance of the GUI, may be controlled or altered by the 
application program 202 or the operating system 201 ... For obtaining input ... the operating 
system 201, the application program 202, or both, may utilize user input devices . . ." 29 Again, 
this does not relate to maintaining parameter information by representing the information as a 
GUI and using the GUI to modify the information, as in the present case. 

Setting aside the important patentable, claimed distinction discussed above, neither 
Burkett nor Betawar teach or suggest a GUI having the edit panel structure set out in the 
previously amended, independent claims of the present invention. The Final Office Action 
artfully skirts this issue, merely stating that Burkett teaches a "means" to edit, 30 and never 
actually even asserts that Burkett teaches an edit panel that shows a parameter selected in a 
navigator panel, as claimed. In fact, neither of the cited references teach displaying information 
about parameters of a file in the manner claimed, according to which a navigator panel shows a 
structure for the parameters, and then one of the parameters and its attribute sub-fields are 
shown in an edit panel responsive to a user selecting the parameter, so that the user may edit the 
sub-fields and store the new data. 



Burkett, column 1, lines 21-34. 
Burkett, column 9, lines 43-51 . 

Final Office Action, Response to Arguments, pages 5-8. 
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For the above reasons, Appellant contends that the independent claims 1,8, 18 and 22 are 
patentably distinct. 

Group 2. Appellant contends claims 2-6, 9-1 1 and 19-20 and 23-27 are allowable at least 
due to being dependent upon allowable independent claims. 31 

REQUEST FOR ACTION 

Based on the above arguments, Appellant requests that claims 1-6, 8-1 1 and 18-27 of the 
present application be allowed and the application promptly be passed to issuance. 



Respectfully submitted, 



By. 

Anthony V.S. Englahd 
Registration No. 35,129 
Attorney of Record for 
IBM Corporation 
1717 West Sixth Street, Suite 230 
Austin, Texas 78703 
Telephone: 512-477-7165 
a@aengland.com 




ATTACHMENTS: 
APPENDIX "AA" CLAIMS 



31 MPEP 2143.03 ("If an independent claim is nonobvious under 35 U.S.C. 103, then any claim 
depending therefrom is nonobvious," citing In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988)). 
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APPENDIX "AA " 

What is claimed is: 

1 . (previously presented) A method for maintaining parameter data in a computing 
system, comprising the steps of: 

(a) creating a text file of meta data for parameters; 

(b) representing said text file as a Graphical User Interface (GUI) having a navigator 
panel and an edit panel, wherein the navigator panel shows, for the text file, a structure for the 
parameters; 

(bl) showing in the edit panel, responsive to a user selecting one of the parameters in 
the navigator panel: 

the one of the parameters in a parameter field, and 

one or more attribute sub-fields for the selected one of the parameters, each of 
said sub-fields being text editable; 
and 

(c) storing attribute text entered in any said sub-field to a data store. 

2. (original) The method of claim 1, whereby, in step (a), creation of said text file is 
performed using the Extensible Markup Language (XML). 

3. (original) The method of claim 2, whereby said XML text file includes as URJ that 
specifies a database protocol and location, and said URI is utilized in step (c). 

4. (previously presented) The method of clam 2, comprising the further step, wherein 
step (b) comprises: 

calling any existing attribute data from said data store for said sub-fields to be displayed 
by said GUI. 

5. (original) The method of claim 4, whereby step (b) is performed by use of Java code. 

6. (original) The method of claim 1, comprising the further step, after step (b) said GUI, 
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calling a subset of said text file, corresponding to a parameter to be displayed. 

7. (canceled) 

8. (previously presented) A client-server computing system comprising: 

(a) one or more client processor machines, each having a visual display, and operating a 
Graphical User Interface (GUI); 

(b) a server machine running an application program that utilises parameter meta data to 
represent data passed between said client machines and said server; 

(c) a communications link between each said client and arranged such that each said 
client machine can communicate with said server; and 

wherein said server includes a data store containing a text file of parameter meta data, 
and said GUI receives said text file and displays on said client machine a navigator panel and an 
edit panel, wherein the navigator panel shows, for the text file, a structure for the parameters and 
the edit panel shows, responsive to a user selecting one of the parameters in the navigator panel, 
the one of the parameters in a parameter field and one or more attribute sub-fields for the selected 
one of the parameters, each said sub-field being text editable, and further wherein any attribute 
text entered in a said sub-field is stored in said server data store. 

9. (original) The system of claim 8, wherein said GUI also displays any existing attribute 
data retrieved from said data store. 

10. (original) The system of claim 9, wherein said text file is created using XML. 

11. (original) The system of claim 10, wherein said GUI utilises Java code to display 
said XML file. 

12 through 17 (canceled) 
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18. (previously presented) A computing device comprising: 

(a) processor means running an application program that utilises parameter meta data; 

(b) a visual display operating a Graphical User Interface (GUI) under control of said 
processor means; 

(c) data storage means, containing a text file of parameter meta data under the control of 
said processor means; and 

wherein said GUI receives said text file from said data storage means and displays on 
the visual display a navigator panel and an edit panel, wherein the navigator panel shows, for the 
text file, a structure for the parameters and the edit panel shows, responsive to a user selecting 
one of the parameters in the navigator panel, the one of the parameters in a parameter field and 
one or more attribute sub-fields for the selected one of the parameters, each said sub-field being 
text editable, and further wherein any attribute text entered in a said sub-field is stored in said 
data storage means. 

19. (original) The computing device of claim 18, wherein said GUI also displays any 
existing attribute data retrieved from said data store. 

20. (original) The computing device of claim 19, wherein said text file is created using 

XML. 

21. (original) The computing device of claim 20, wherein said GUI utilises Java code to 
display said XML file. 

22. (previously presented) A computer program product comprising a body of computer 
code embodied in a computer medium for maintaining parameter data in a computing system, the 
computer code comprises: 

(a) instructions for receiving a text file of meta data for parameters; 

(b) instructions for representing said text file as a Graphical User Interface (GUI) having 
a navigator panel and an edit panel, wherein the navigator panel shows, for the text file, a 
structure for the parameters; 
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(bl) instructions for showing in the edit panel, responsive to a user selecting one of the 
parameters in the navigator panel: 

the one of the parameters in a parameter field, and 

one or more attribute sub-fields for the selected one of the parameters, each of 
said sub-fields being text editable; 
and 

(c) storing attribute text entered in any said sub-field to a data store. 

23. (previously presented) The computer program product of claim 22, whereby, in 
instructions (a), creation of said text file is performed using the Extensible Markup Language 
(XML). 

24. (previously presented) The computer program product of claim 23, whereby said 
XML text file includes as URI that specifies a database protocol and location, and said URI is 
utilized in step (c). 

25. (previously presented) The computer program product of clam 23, wherein 
instructions (bl) comprise: 

instructions for calling any existing attribute data from said data store for said sub-fields 
to be displayed by said GUI. 

26. (previously presented) The computer program product of claim 25, wherein 
instructions (b) and (bl) are performed by use of Java code. 

27. (currently amended) The computer program product of claim 4-22, wherein 
instructions (bl) comprise: 

calling a subset of said text file, corresponding to a parameter to be displayed. 

28. (canceled) 
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